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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 



NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 



SAN JOSE DIVISION 



APPLE INC., a California corporation, 



Case No.: 11-' 



■CV-01846-LHK 



Plaintiff 



VERDICT F 



ORM 



v. 



SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO, LTD., 
a Korean corporation; 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC, 
a New York corporation; 
SAMSUNG TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
AMERICA, LLC, 

a Delaware limited liability company, 



SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO, LTD, 
a Korean corporation; 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC, 
a New York corporation; 
SAMSUNG TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
AMERICA, LLC, 

a Delaware limited liability company, 



APPLE INC, a California corporation, 



We, the jury, unanimously agree to the answers to the following questions and return them 
under the instructions of this Court as our verdict in this case. 



Defendants. 



Counterclaim-Plaintiffs, 



v. 



Counterclaim-Defendant. 
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FINDINGS ON APPLE'S CLAIMS 

APPLE'S UTILITY AND DESIGN PATENT CLAIMS AGAINST SAMSUNG 

1. For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or 
Samsung Telecommunications America (ST A) has infringed Claim 19 of the '381 
Patent ? 

(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



- 

- Accused Samsung Product 


' till '(!« 

■ Electronics?: , 

• ,. 1 


Captivate (J X 1 U 1 1 ) 




uoniinuuni (J j\ i u i o ) 


1 


nmiri Charap (TV 1 095"^ 


V 1 

7 1 




V 1 


HXnlDll 4U (_JA iUZoJ 


V 






oaiaxy /\ce i^ja 


V 1 


nalaw Piw/nil (TV 1099^ 

Oalaxy rrcvdii ^ja ivaz.) 


v 1 


Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) 


Y 1 


Galaxy S4G (JX 1019) 


¥ 


Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) 


* 


Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) 


* ^ 


Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) 


X 


Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi) (JX 1037) 


X 


Gem (JX 1020) 


v 


Indulge (JX 1026) 


Y 


Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 


X 


Mesmerize (JX 1015) 


V 


Nexus S4G (JX 1023) 


V 


Replenish (JX 1024) 


Y 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 


y 



■ IIM =•■». 

^Eleci^ooics 
Ajiicricsi^Inc; 



S - SI -I! 

. Tclecp mm u n i ca tiou s 
AmencayLLC 
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For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or 
Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed Claim 8 of the '915 Patent ? 

(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung), Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



' . 'IffiiSfd Samsung Product" " 


ti 

Electronics 
» ■• . ! c< 


captivate (j a i u 1 1 ) 


y 


uonunuum (ja iuioj 


, ^ — 


uroiu cnarge (ja jluzjj 


y - 


HpiC 'tKJ (JA lUiZ) 


x/ 

* 2 — 


Fxhihif 4G (IX 1 02R1 


— : Y 


Fascinate (TX 1 01 31 


y — 


Oalaxv Ace fTX 1010") 


Ik t 


Galaxv Prevail (IX 1 0221 




Galaxv S (190001 (IX 10071 


i -+ — 

x/ 

Y 


Galaxv S 4G HX 1 01 91 


X/ 

r j 


Galaxv S Tl f AT&T1 (TX 1 03 1 1 


v i 


Galaxv S TT (191001 (IX 10321 


X/ 

7 


Galaxv S TT CT-Mohilel (IX 1 0331 


x/ 


Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) 


7 


Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi) (JX 1037) 


Y 


Gem (JX 1020) 


Y 


Indulge (JX 1026) 


y 


Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 





Intercept (JX 1009) 




Mesmerize (JX 1015) 





Nexus S 4G (JX 1023) 


y 


Replenish (JX 1024) 


N 


Transform (JX 1014) 


y 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 


y .! 



Samsung 
Electronics 

i». t-f 



Samsung 
Telecommunications 

Am erica LLC 
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For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or 
Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed Claim 50 of the '163 
Patent ? 

(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



■ 

Accused Samsung Product 


Electronics 
i i i i 


Captivate (J A l u i i) 


K 1 1 


Continuum (ja lvio) 
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jjroiu unarge ^ja ivaj) 


N 1 
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An /TY 1 m ->\ 
tpiC 4vJ (yA 
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4- 


Exhibit 4G (JX 1028) 




Fascinate (JX 1013) 


. 1 


Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) 


' 1 


Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) 




Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) 


V 1 


Galaxy S4G (JX 1019) 


V 1 

* 


Galaxv S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) 


V 1 


Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) 


1 


Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) 


Y 
* 


Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) 


V i 

1 


Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi) (JX 1037) 


y 


Gem (JX 1020) 




Indulge (JX 1026) 




Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 


X 


Intercept (JX 1009), 


H 


Mesmerize (JX 1015) 


a 


Nexus S4G (JX 1023) 


H 


Replenish (JX 1024) 




Transform (JX 1014) 


M 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 





- 11! !>!,■ 
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, mt i ■ \ h- 



Samsung 
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V 



Y 
4t 
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4. For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) took action that it knew or should have known 
would induce STA or SEA to infringe the '381, '915, or '163 Patents ? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



Accused Samsung Product 


-3*1 Patent 
'•(Claim 19) 


VI 5 Pa tern 
(t bim 8) 


-ft.) Pa lent ' 
H laim 50) 


Captivate (JX 1011) 
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Continuum (JX 1016) 
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Y 




Droid Charge (JX 1025) 
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Y 


Y 


Epic 4G(JX 1012) 


V 


V 


Y 


Exhibit 4G(JX 1028) 


Y 


Y 


Y 


Fascinate (JX 1013) 


Y 


v 


Y 


Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) 


Y 


Y 


V 


Galaxy S4G (JX 1019) 


Y 


Y 


Y 


Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) 




V 


y 


Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) 




Y 


Y 


Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) 


Y 


Y 


V 


Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi) (JX 1037) 


Y 


Y 


Y 


Gem(JX 1020) 


Y 


Y 




Indulge (JX 1026) 


V 


Y 


r4 


Infuse 4G(JX 1027) 






Y 


Intercept (JX 1009) 








Mesmerize (JX 1015) 


1 


y 


Y 


Nexus S 4G (JX 1023) 


y 


y 




Replenish (JX 1024) 




M 


Y-_ 


Transform (JX 1014) 




Y 


H 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 


Y 


y 


H 
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5. For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) and/or Samsung Telecommunications America 
{ST A) has infringed the D'677 Patent ? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



Accused Samsung Product 


Samsung 
Electronics Co.. 
• Lid, 


Samsuog, 
Telecom muriiiea 
tions America. 

LLC ■ - 


Fascinate (JX 1013) 


y 




Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) 


H 




Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) 


x 




Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) 


Y 


Y. 


Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 103 1) 


y 




Galaxy S II (19100) (JX 1032) 


l 


Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) 


Y 


Y 


Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) 


y 


Y 


Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) 





v 


Galaxy S Showcase 0500) (JX 1017) 


Y 


V 


Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 


V 


y 


Mesmerize (JX 1015) 


Y 


y 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 


y 


y 



6. For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) and/or Samsung Telecommunications America 
(STA) has infringed the D'087 Patent ? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



Accused Samsung Product 


... , , „ t , 

Electronics: Co., 
Ltd. 


1 , ' Samsung''.'',.. 
Teiecommunica 
tions America, 
^^LLC^^ 


Galaxy S (19000) (JX 1007) 


Y 




Galaxy S4G (JX 1019) 


r 


Y 


Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) 






Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) 


m 




Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) 


IN 


N 


Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) 


N 


K 


Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 


M 


N 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 


V 


V 
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7. For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) and/or Samsung Telecommunications America 
<STA) has infringed the D'305 Patent ? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



Accused Samsung Product 

- 


Hcunmies Co.. 
Ltd, 


Telecommunications 

America, LLC 


Captivate (JX 1011) 


V 


V 


Continuum (JX 1016) 


y 


y 


Droid Charge (JX 1025) 


V 


V 


Epic 4G (JX 1012) 


H 


V 


Fascinate (JX 1013) 




V 


Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) 


1 


Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) 


v 


X 


Galaxy S Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) 






Gem(JX 1020) 


Y 


- y 


Indulge (JX 1026) 


7 


V 


Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 


V 


V 


Mesmerize (JX 1015) 


V 


y 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 


7 


V 



8. For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or 
Samsung Telecommunications America (STAj has infringed the D'889 Patent ? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



: i Accused Samsung Product 


Samsung 
: rlcctronics 
" '€<»., LW./ 


Electronics 
- America, Inc. 


Samsung 
Telecommunications 
A»icrica.;LLC 


Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi) (JX 1037) 


N 




Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) 
(JX 1038) 


N 




N 1 
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If you did not answer "Yes" to any of Questions 1 through 8, please skip to Question 11, and do 
not answer Questions 9 and 10. 

9. If you found that Samsung Electronics America (SEA) or Samsung Telecommunications 
America (STA) infringed in any of Questions 1 through 8, has Apple proven by a 
preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) took action that it 
knew or should have known would induce SEA or STA to infringe the D'677,D'087, 
and/or D'889 Patents ? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 



Accii ised Sainsu n g Product 




i* •(■ ■ K, in 




\ M Hi j 


Captivate (JX 1011) 










Continuum (JX 1016) j 
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Y 






Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) 
(JX 1035) 


y 
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(JX 1017) 










Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi) 
(JX 1037) 








Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) 
(JX 1038) 








Gem (JX 1020) 






1 




Indulge (JX 1026) 
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10. If you answered "Yes" to any of Questions 1 through 9, and thus found that any 
Samsung entity has infringed any Apple patent{s), has Apple proven by clear and 
convincing evidence that the Samsung entity's infringement was willful? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung).) 



• Apple Utility ami Design 
Pa ten is 


Samsung 
Fit-dronics 
Co.. Ltd. 


■ Samsung 
Electronics 
ArfH'tiea. Inc. 


Samsung 
Telecommunications 

. America. LLC 


'381 Patent (Claim 19) 




y 


V 


'915 Patent (Claim 8) 


V 


, x 


Y 


'163 Patent (Claim 50) 


v 


1 H 1 


V 


D'677 Patent 


¥ 


Y 


D'087 Patent 


H 


M 


D'305 Patent 


V 


Y 


D'889 Patent 


M 


M 



11. Has Samsung proven by clear and convincing evidence that Apple's asserted utility 



and/or design patent claims are invalid? 

'381 Patent (Claim 19) Yes 


(for Samsung) 


No 




(for Apple) 


'915 Patent (Claim 8) 


Yes 


(for Samsung) 


No 


\S 


(for Apple) 


'163 Patent (Claim 50^1 


Yes 


(for Samsung) 


No 


L/' 


(for Apple) 


D'677 Patent 


Yes 


(for Samsung) 


No^ 


i/ 


(for Apple) 


D'087 Patent 


Yes 


(for Samsung) 


No 




(for Apple) 


D'305 Patent 


Yes 


(for Samsung) 


No 


(X 


(for Apple) 


D'889 Patent 


Yes 


(for Samsung) 


No 


,/ (for Apple) 
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APPLE'S TRADE DRESS CLAIMS AGAINST SAMSUNG 
Protectability 

12. Has Samsung proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Apple's registered iPhone 
trade dress '983 is not protectable? 

Yes (not protectable - for Samsung) No (protectable - for Apple) 

13. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Apple's unregistered trade 
dresses are protectable? 

(Please, answer with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for Samsung).) 





Protectable 


Unregistered iPhone 3G Trade Dress 


V 


Unregistered Combination iPhone Trade Dress 


N 


Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 Trade Dress 


N 



Trade Dress Dilution 

14. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Apple's trade dresses are 
famous? 

(Please answer with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for Samsung).) 



1 , . : l>n 


•k- Famous 


Registered iPhone Trade Dress 


Y 


Unregistered iPhone 3G Trade Dress 


r 


Unregistered Combination iPhone Trade Dress 


N 


Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 Trade Dress 


N 
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If you did not find the registered iPhone trade dress protectable and famous, please skip to 
Question 16, and do not answer Question 15. 

15. If you found the registered iPhone trade dress protectable and famous, for each of the 
following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung 
Electronics Co. (SEC) and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has diluted 
the registered iPhone trade dress? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung).) 



- ACCllSCU RaTllSU'TIg l rOuUCT . .. v 


Electronics Co., 
f.M. 


S.'ifri^firt <7 

hJ* * f * P 1: > v& u ^ 
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Cantivate (JX 101 1) 
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Continuum (JX 1016) 
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M 


Droid Charge (JX 1025) 


N 
i ^ 


14 


Epic 4G (JX 1012) 




N 

I T 


Fascinate (JX 1013) 


Y 




Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) 


N 




Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) 


v 




Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) 


Y 




Galaxy S 11 (AT&T) (JX 1031) 


M 




Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) 


N 




Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) 


N 


M 


Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) 


N 


N 


Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) 


M 


N 


Galaxy S II Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) 


V 


y 


Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 


IN 


N 


Mesmerize (JX 1015) 


y 


v 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 


¥7 


V 
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If you did not find the unregistered iPhone 3G trade dress protectable and famous, please skip to 
Question 17, and do not answer Question 16. 

16. If you found the unregistered iPhone 3G trade dress protectable and famous, for each of 
the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that 
Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) 
has diluted the unregistered iPhone 3G trade dress? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung).) 



r Accused:Samsiing Pi(>duct 


Electronics Co., 
Ltd. 


Siisruaiiiy: 
Telecommiinica 
tions America^ 

LLC 


Captivate (JX 1011) 
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Continuum (JX 1016) 
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EVl 


Droid Charge (JX 1025) 
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IN 


Epic4G(JX 1012) 
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VM 


Fascinate (JX 1013) 
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V 


Clalaxv Prpvail ffX 10221 


N 


H 


Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) 


V 1 


Galaxy S4G (JX 1019) 


V 


V 


Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) 


N 




Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) 


H 




Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) 


N 




Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1 034) 


M 


N 


Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) 


K 




Galaxy S II Showcase (1500) (JX 1017) 


V 


V 


Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 


N 


N 


Mesmerize (JX 1015) 




V 


Vibrant (JX 1010) 


V 


M 
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If you did not find the unregistered Combination iPhone trade dress protectable and famous, 
please skip to Question 18, and do not answer Question 17. 

17. If you found the unregistered Combination iPhone trade dress protectable and famous, 
for each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence 
that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) and/or Samsung Telecommunications America 
(STA) has diluted the unregistered Combination iPhone trade dress? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung).) 



Accused Samsung Product 

1 ,• " | 1 § ' , ■ : i 1 


,. SidMSSIBg 

IClcctionics Co., 
Ltd. 


Samsung 
Telecom munica 
tions America, 

LUC 


Cnn+Uictti* /"TV 1 fll 1 \ 

^apnvaic ^ja iv 1 1) 






rnntlnimm CDC 101 fi^ 






Droid Charse CJX 10251 






Epic 4G (JX 1012) 






Fascinate (JX 1013) 






Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) 




Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) 






Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) 




Galaxy S4G (JX 1019) 






Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) 






Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) 




Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) 






Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) 






Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) 






Galaxy S II Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) 






Infuse 4G (JX 1027) 






Mesmerize (JX 1015) 






Vibrant (JX 1010) 





Case No.: 11-CV-01846-LHK 
VERDICT FORM 



13 



1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 



Case5:ll-cv-01846-LHK Documentl931 Filed08/24/12 Pagel4of20 



If you did not find the unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress protectable and famous, please skip 
to Question 19, and do not answer Question 18. 

18. If you found the unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress protectable and famous, for each 
of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that 
Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung 
Telecommunications America (STA) has diluted the unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade 
dress? 

(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung).) 



v V: Accused Samsung 
Pi •••». i 


>' Samsung 
Electronics Co., 


Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi) 
(JX 1037) 




Galaxy Tab 10.1 
(4G LTE) (JX 1038) 





V mi ill) ■ 

Electronics 
Aiik-iU:i ten 



Samsung 
Telecommunications 
mi t >■ a. LI< 



If you did not answer "Yes" to any of Questions IS through 18, please skip to Question 20, and 
do not answer Question 19. 

19. If you answered "Yes" to any of Questions 15 through 18, and thus found that any 
Samsung entity has diluted any Apple trade dress(es), has Apple proven by a 
preponderance of the evidence that the Samsung entity's dilution was willful? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung).) 





S ini.NStn^ 
FJectrouics Co., 
' Ltd. ' 


Electronics 
\>! ( lilt 


• - Sanr>ung-'. 
Telecommunications 

\nieli«L LLC 


Registered iPhone Trade 
Dress 


y 




Y 


Unregistered iPhone 3 
Trade Dress 


Y 




Y 


Unregistered Combination 
iPhone Trade Dress 


N 






Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 
Trade Dress 


N 


M 





Trade Dress Infringement 

If you did not find the unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress protectable, please skip to Question 
22, and do not answer Questions 20 and 21. 

20. If you found the unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress protectable, for each of the 

following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung 

14 
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Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung 
Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed the unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade 
dress? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung).) 



Asserted Trade Dress 


Samsung 
iCk'cfrnnic- Co.. 


Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi) 
(JX 1037) 




Galaxy Tab 10.1 
(4G LTE)(JX 1038) 





Samsung 
Electron ics 
A merit;).' J at*; 



Samsung 
Teleco minuiiicatioiis 
A wevica, LLC 



If you did not answer "Yes" to any of Question 20, please skip to Question 22, and do not answer 
Question 21. 

21. If you answered "Yes" to any of Question 20, and thus found that any Samsung entity 
has infringed Apple's unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress, has Apple proven by a 
preponderance of the evidence that the Samsung entity's infringement was willful? 



(Please answer in each cell with a "Y" for "yes" (for Apple), or with an "N" for "no" (for 
Samsung).) 





Samsung - 
F.leetronics Co., 
I id. ' ,■ ' 


s iii if.,-.- 

Electronics 

.:s iv 


■ to. . 

Telecommunications 


Asserted Trade Dress 




Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 
Trade Dress 









DAMAGES TO APPLE FROM SAMSUNG fIF APPLICABLE) 



22. What is the total dollar amount that Apple is entitled to receive from Samsung on the 
claims on which you have ruled in favor of Apple? 

f i , o HH. 313 . "2M on & ' 7 ' 
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23. For the total dollar amount in your answer to Question 22, please provide the dollar 
breakdown by product. 



\ceused Samsung Product 


X I Bail lit 1 ti i 


*_>aptivaie (J a i u 1 1 ) 


On SH/O 1&2- 


Continuum (JX 1016) 




Droid Charge (JX 1025) J 




r? •„ /t/~* /TV 1 O \ 
fc,piC4(j{JA 1\J\IZ) 


i an i 9rD Q°\ U 


Fxhihit4G OX 10281 




Fascinate (JX 1013) 


1 if v. r3fl . 1 7^ 

L 1 / — — — "~ 


Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) 





Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) 




Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1 007) 
Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) -y % , 24 4 f & 




Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) 




Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) 





Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) 


§3,7°M, 7og 


Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) 


„_ j-k — ^ f\ ■fit i i 

i. so.m.W 


Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) 


^l, 173,558 


Galaxy S Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) 


21, GO 2, 


Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) 




GalaxvTab 10 1 fWiFD (JX 1037) 




rjainvv Tnh 1 1 (dfi T T9\ CTX 1 038) 




nv i norv\ 
Uem (JA luzu; 


// n7^ rs'S 


muuige ^ja luzoj 




Infuse 4G(JX 1027) 


W t/j 7<u, c n<- f 


Intercept (JX 1009) 




Mesmerize (JX 1015) 


5:3; 123, 6n 


Nexus S4G (JX 1023) 


liSiSi ^7 


Replenish (JX 1024) 




Transform (JX 1014) 




Vibrant (JX 1010) 


^°1^73> ; t ^7 



/ 
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SAMSUNG'S UTILITY PATENT CLAIMS AGAINST APPLE 

24. For each of the following products, has Samsung proven by a preponderance of the 
evidence that Apple has infringed the indicated Samsung utility patent claims? 

(Please answer in each eel! with a "Y" for "yes" (for Samsung), or with an "N" for "no" 
Apple). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) 




IIS!! 

: 

•f 



: 





3 

i* — ■ " 

U 


Pat 






•OS 


Claim 


'iiieot ' 


Claim 
16 






v* 

IT 


Chilli 

15 



: - = 

S " ® 
« ~ a 

^.E 



S 



J 1 * "2 ~ J 




2' 


2 


J* 


z 


z 


z 










r 




r 




r 
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25. If in response to Question 24 you found that Apple has infringed any Samsung patent(s), 
has Samsung proven by clear and convincing evidence that Apple's infringement was 
willful? 



'516 Patent 
Claim 15: 
Claim 16: 

'941 Patent 
Claim 10: 
Claim 15: 

'711 Patent 
Claim 9: 

'893 Patent 
Claim 10: 

'460 Patent 
Claim 1: 



Yes 
Yes 



(for Samsung) No 
(for Samsung) No 



(for Apple) 
(for Apple) 



Yes 
Yes 



Yes 



Yes 



Yes 



(for Samsung) No 

(for Samsung) No 

(for Samsung) No _ 

(for Samsung) No 

(for Samsung) No _ 



(for Apple) 
(for Apple) 



(for Apple) 
(for Apple) 
(for Apple) 



26. Has Apple proven by clear and convincing evidence that Samsung's asserted utility 
patent claims are invalid? 



'516 Patent 
Claim 15: 
Claim 16: 



Yes (for Apple) No \/ (for Samsung) 

Yes (for Apple) No ^ (for Samsung) 



'941 Patent 

Claim 10: Yes 
Claim 15: Yes 



(for Apple) No (for Samsung) 

(for Apple) No (for Samsung) 



'711 Patent 
Claim 9: 

'893 Patent 
Claim 10: 

'460 Patent 
Claim 1 : 



Yes (for Apple) NO j y/ (for Samsung) 

Yes (for Apple) No, \/ (for Samsung) 

Yes (for Apple) No \f (for Samsung) 
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DAMAGES TO SAMSUNG FROM APPLE (IF APPLICABLE) 

27. What is the total dollar amount that Samsung is entitled to receive from Apple for 
Samsung's utility patent infringement claims on the '516 and '941 patents? 

$0 . 



28. What is the total dollar amount that Samsung is entitled to receive from Apple for 
Samsung's utility patent infringement claims on the '711, '893, and '460 patents? 

$_G • 



29. For the total dollar amounts in your answers to Questions 27 and 28, please provide the 
breakdown by product. 



'Accused Samsung Product 


Villi <1-:1 


iPhone3G(JX 1053) 




iPhone 3GS (JX 1054 and JX 1076) 




iPhone 4 (JX1055 and JX 1056) 




iPad 2 3G (JX 1050 and JX 1051) 




iPod Touch 4 th Gen. (JX 1057 and JX 1077) 





BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIMS AND ANTITRUST 

30. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung breached its 
contractual obligations by failing to timely disclose its intellectual property rights 
("IPR") during the creation of the UMTS standard or by failing to license its "declared 
essential" patents on fair, reasonable, and non-discriminatory ("FRAND") terms? 

Yes (for Apple) No (for Samsung) 



31. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung has violated Section 
2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act by monopolizing one or more technology markets related 
to the UMTS standard? 

Yes (for Apple) No \Z_ (for Samsung) 



32. If you answered "Yes" to Question 30 or Question 31, what is the dollar amount that 
Apple is entitled to receive from Samsung for Samsung's antitrust violation and/or 
breach of contract? 

$_Q . . 
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PATENT EXHAUSTION 

33. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung is barred by patent 
exhaustion from enforcing the following Samsung patents against Apple? 



'516 Patent 
'941 Patent 



Yes V 1 ^ (for Apple) No 
Yes \f (for Apple) No 



(for Samsung) 
(for Samsung) 



Have the presiding juror sign and date this form. 



Signed 





PRESIDING JUROR 
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